Section Il
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Hughes County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dominant soil condition but does not eliminate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest layer are for the thickest layer above
and excluding the bottom layer. The numbers in the value columns range from 0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottom layer or thickest layer of the soil is

a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

| | I
Map symbol Pct.| Potent!al source of | Potential source of | Potential source of

and soll name | of | reclamation material | roadfill | topsoil
map |
unit| | | | |
Rating class and [Value| Rating class and [Value| Rating class and [Value
limiting felaturels | | limiting features | | | Iimilting features | | |
[ [ [ |
AgA: I || | |
Agar | 90 |Fair | |Poor | |Good |
Low content of |0.12 | Low strength  |0.00 | |
organic matter |
Water eroslion| 10.90 | ShTinkl—sweI |0.8|7| |
AgB: I || |
Agar | 90 |Fair | |Poor | |Good |
Low content of |0.12 | Low strength  |0.00 | |
organic matter | |
Water eroslion| 10.90 | Shll'inkl—swel |0.8|7| |
AKB: I || |
Agar | 50 [Fair | |Poor | |Good |
Low content of |0.12 | Low strength  |0.00 | |
organic matter | |
Water erosion 10.90 | Shrink—swell  [0.87 | |
Eakin | 40 |Poor Poor | |Poor |
Too clayey |0.00 | Low strength  |0.00 | Too Clayey |0.00
Low content of 0.50 | Shrink-swell ]0.00 | |
organic matter | |
Water erosion ]0.99 | | | | |
As: || | | |
Inavale————————————- | 75 |Poor |  |Good | |Poor |
Too sandy 10.00 | | | Too sandy |0.00
Wind erosion ]0.00 | |
Low content of ]0.12 | | ] |
organic matter | | [ ] |
Droughty | ||O.92 | | | |
Au: || |
Nimbro————————————— | 49 |Fair |  |Poor | |Good |
Low content of |0.50 | Low strength  |0.00 | |
organic matter | |
Shrink-swell |0.87 | |
Wendte | 49 |Poor L |Poor | [Poor |
Too clayey |0.00 | Shrink—swell ]0.00| Too Clayey |0.00
Water eroslion| [0.99 | LO\iv stlrength |0.0|O | |
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Hughes County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
Aw.
Meckl i ng———————————- 45 | Poor CGood Fai r
W nd erosion 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 06
Too sandy 0. 06
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
Nor way —————————————— 45 | Poor Poor Poor
W nd erosion 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Too sandy 0.11 Too sandy 0.11
Low content of 0.12
organic natter
Dr ought y 0.98
BeE:
Betts 80 [Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.50 Sl ope 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 92 Low strength 0. 00 Carbonate content|0.92
Wat er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Bo:
Bon 95 [Fair Fai r Good
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0.22
organic nmatter
CaA:
Canni ng——————-——————- 90 |Fair CGood Fair
Low content of 0.12 Hard to reclaim |0.08
organic matter
Too cl ayey 0.98 Too O ayey 0.93
CaB:
Canni ng——————-——————— 95 |Fair CGood Fair
Low content of 0.12 Hard to reclaim |0.08
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.98 Too O ayey 0.93
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Hughes County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
| ng cl ass and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
I ting features limting features limting features
CdA:
Cavo 40 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.83 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.59 Too O ayey 0. 35
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
Denky 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 69 Sodi um cont ent 0.90
Low content of 0.50
organic matter
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
ChC:
Chanti er ———————————- 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too d ay e%/) 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
Cu:
Othents, Loanmy—-———- 60 | Not rated Not rated Not rated
Othents, Shaly———- 40 | Not rated Not rated Not rated
DeA:
Degrey————————————- 50 [ Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Low content of 0.12 Salinity 0. 88
organic matter
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0. 90
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Hughes County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
wal ke 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Too O ayey 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.90
Dk A
Denky 50 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 69 Sodi um cont ent 0.90
Low content of 0.50
organic natter
Salinity 0. 88
Wat er erosion 0.99
Cavo 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.83 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic natter
Too cl ayey 0.59 Too O ayey 0. 35
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
Do:
Dor na 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Dr:
Dor na 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Hughes County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
Du:
Durr st ei n——————————- 69 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0.00 Shri nk-swel | 0.00 Sodi um cont ent 0.00
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
organic nmatter
Salinity 0. 88 Salinity 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99
Egas 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic nmatter saturated zone saturated zone
Salinity 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Too C ayey 0. 00
Wat er erosion 0.99
Er A:
Eaki n 50 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Raber 30 |Fair Poor Fai r
Too cl ayey 0. 32 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.21
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Er B:
Eaki n 55 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.00
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Raber 35 |Fair Poor Fai r
Too cl ayey 0. 32 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.21
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soi |

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil

and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2

Hughes County,

Sout h Dakot a

condi tion but does not elimnate the need

for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)
Map synbol Pct Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
Er C
Eaki n 50 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Raber 40 | Fair Poor Fai r
Too cl ayey 0. 32 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.21
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99
Fd:
Othents, Loamy————- 90 |Fair Not Rat ed Good
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
organic nmatter
Wat er erosion 0.99
CGeE:
Cettys———————————— 80 [ Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.97 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Car bonate content| 0. 97
&G
3 enham———————————- 60 |[Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
H ghmor e——————————— 20 |Fair Poor CGood
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00
HeA:
H ghmore—————————- 90 |Fair Poor CGood
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00
H ghmor e——————————— 50 |Fair Poor CGood
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Hughes County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
Degrey————————————~ 25 [ Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Low cont ent of 0.12 Salinity 0. 88
organic nmatter
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.90
HgB:
H ghmor e——————————— 60 |Fair Poor CGood
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00
Degrey————————————- 20 [ Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Low content of 0.12 Salinity 0.88
organic nmatter
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.90
Hk A:
H ghmore——————————— 65 |Fair Poor Good
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00
Eaki n 20 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Hk B:
H ghmor e——————————— 50 |Fair Poor Good
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00
Eaki n 40 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
H B:
H ghmor e——————————— 50 |Fair Poor Good
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Hughes County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil

condi tion but does not elimnate the need

for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)
Map synbol Pct Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
3 enham———————————- 30 |Fair Poor Good
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
Wat er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
HMA:
H ghmor e——————————— 70 |Fair Poor CGood
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00
wal ke 20 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Too O ayey 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.90
Hn:
Hoven 99 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0.00
organic natter
Salinity 0. 88 Salinity 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99
Ho:
Hoven 55 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0.00
organic natter
Salinity 0. 88 Salinity 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99
Onita 30 |Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.76
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Hughes County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
HuB:
Hur | ey——-—————————- 80 [ Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0.00 Shri nk-swel | 0.00 Sodi um cont ent 0.00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
JbD:
Java 60 |[Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0.37
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Betts 30 |Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0.37
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0.87 Car bonate content|0.92
WAt er erosion 0.99
JgC
Java 50 [Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
3d enham———————————- 35 |Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
LoA:
Lowry 90 |Fair Fair Good
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0.22
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.90
LoB:
Lowy 85 |Fair Fair CGood
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0.22
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Hughes County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil

condi tion but does not elimnate the need

for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)
Map synbol Pct Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
LoC:
Lowy 90 |Fair Fair CGood
Low cont ent of 0.50 Low strength 0.22
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90
LuB:
Lowy 60 |Fair Fai r CGood
Low cont ent of 0.50 Low strength 0.22
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.90
U ban Land—————————- 30 | Not rated Not rated Not rated
LuC:
Lowry 55 | Fair Fair CGood
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0.22
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90
U ban Land—————————- 40 | Not rated Not rated Not rated
Ma:
Macken—————————————- 80 [ Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone
Low strength 0. 00
Hoven 20 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0.00
organic nmatter
Salinity 0. 88 Salinity 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Hughes County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
Mar :
Aquol | s———————————— 95 |Fair Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 68 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.87 Too C ayey 0.53
Mo A
M 11 boro-—————=—————= 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
MoA:
Mosher —————————————- 70 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0. 04 Too C ayey 0.44
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.76 Sodi um cont ent 0. 90
Salinity 0. 88 Hard to reclaim |0.98
WAt er erosion 0.99
Mu:
Munj or —————————————- 75 |Fair CGood Fair
Low content of 0.12 Car bonate content|0.92
organic matter
Car bonate content|0.92
CaC:
Gahe 55 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic matter
Hard to reclaim |0.02
Oton 30 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.99 Hard to reclaim |0.00
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Hughes County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
CcB:
ko 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99
(0 o0
ko 85 [ Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99
(00]04
ko 60 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Jer aul d———————————- 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0. 32 Too O ayey 0.19
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
OnA:
Onita 90 [Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.76
CoA:
Onita 60 |[Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.76
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Hughes County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need

for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)
Map synbol Pct Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
| ng cl ass and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
I ting features limting features limting features
Hoven 25 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0.00
organic matter
Salinity 0. 88 Salinity 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99
OpB:
Opal 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too O ay e%/) 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99
O C:
Opal 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too O ay e%/) 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99
oD
Opal 50 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0.37
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
WAt er erosion 0.99
Lakoma—————————————- 40 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 37
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
organic nmatter
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Car bonate content| 0. 80
Car bonate content| 0. 80 Rock fragnents 0.88
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Hughes County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elinminate the need

for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)
Map synbol Pct Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
PeD:
Peno 50 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sl ope 0.37
organic nmatter
Salinity 0. 88
Cettys——————————— 35 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sl ope 0.37
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.97 Car bonate content| 0. 97
PnD:
Peno 50 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sl ope 0.37
organic matter
Salinity 0. 88
Bul | creek——————————- 20 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Salinity 0. 00
organic natter
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
Pr A:
Prom se-———————————— 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Pr B:
Prom se-———————————— 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Hughes County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
PsA:
Prom se-——————————— 68 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Mbsher —————————————- 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0. 04 Too C ayey 0.44
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.76 Sodi um cont ent 0.90
Salinity 0. 88 Hard to reclaim |0.98
WAt er erosion 0.99
RaA:
Raber 45 | Fair Poor Fai r
Too cl ayey 0. 32 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.21
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Cavo 40 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.83 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic matter
Too cl ayey 0.59 Too O ayey 0. 35
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
RaB:
Raber 60 |[Fair Poor Fai r
Too cl ayey 0. 32 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.21
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Cavo 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.83 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.59 Too O ayey 0. 35
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Hughes County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
RbC:
Raber 50 [Fair Poor Fai r
Too cl ayey 0. 32 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.21
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Peno 35 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Salinity 0. 88
organic natter
Eaki n 5 Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
RdC:
ko 40 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 96
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Raber 40 | Fair Poor Fai r
Too cl ayey 0. 32 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0.21
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sl ope 0. 96
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.99
ReA:
Ree 85 [Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87 Hard to reclaim |0.50
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.98 Too O ayey 0.81
ReB:
Ree 85 [Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87 Hard to reclaim |0.50
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.98 Too O ayey 0.81
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Hughes County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need

for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)
Map synbol Pct Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
| ng cl ass and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
I ting features limting features limting features
RmA:
Ree 60 |[Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87 Hard to reclaim |0.50
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.98 Too O ayey 0.81
Mbsher —————————————- 25 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0. 04 Too O ayey 0.44
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.76 Sodi um cont ent 0.90
Salinity 0. 88 Hard to reclaim |0.98
Wat er erosion 0.99
Ro:
Cettys———————————— 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Sl ope 0. 08 Too O ayey 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.97 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Car bonate content|0.97
Lakoma—————————————- 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00 Too O ay e%/) 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
organic nmatter
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 80
Car bonate content| 0. 80 Rock fragnents 0.88
WAt er erosion 0.99
Rock Qutcrop, Soft-—| 20 [ Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00 Too O ay e%/) 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to bedrock | 0.00
Low content of 0.88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Hard to reclaim |0.95
organic nmatter
Rock fragnents 0. 95
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Hughes County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need

for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)
Map synbol Pct Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
| ng cl ass and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
I ting features limting features limting features
SaE:
Sansar c————————————— 60 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too O ay eg 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to bedrock | 0.00
Low cont ent of 0. 60 Sl ope 0. 00
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99
Cettys——————————— 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
organic natter
Car bonate content|0.97 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Car bonate content| 0. 97
ScE:
Lakoma—————————————- 40 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ay eg 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
organic nmatter
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Sl ope 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 80
Car bonate content| 0. 80 Rock fragnents 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
Sansar c————————————— 40 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too C ay e% 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to bedrock | 0.00
Low content of 0. 60 Sl ope 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Sd:
Sansar c————————————— 55 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too O ay e% 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to bedrock | 0.00
Low content of 0. 60 Sl ope 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Rock Qutcrop, Soft--| 30 | Not rated Not rated Not rated
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Hughes County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
Sf:
Schanber ~——————————- 65 | Poor Poor Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Hard to reclaim |0.00
organic nmatter
Rock fragnents 0. 00
Oton 25 | Poor Fai r Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Sl ope 0.92 Too sandy 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.99 Hard to reclaim |0.00
Sl ope 0. 00
Sh:
Rock Qutcrop, Soft-—-| 85 | Not rated Not rated Not rated
SuA:
Sul l'y 90 |Fair Fair CGood
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0.22
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90
SuC:
Sul l'y 90 |Fair Fai r CGood
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0.22
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90
Sub:
Sul l'y 85 |Fair Fair Fair
Low content of 0. 50 Low strength 0.22 Sl ope 0.37
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90
SuE:
Sul l'y 80 |Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.50 Sl ope 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0.22
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Hughes County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features

Bul | creek——————————- 80 [ Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.12 Salinity 0. 00

organic nmatter
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
SX:

Bul | creek——————————- 68 | Poor Not Rat ed Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0.00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Salinity 0. 00

organic nmatter

Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99

Slickspots, Dry———- 30 | Not rated Not rated Not rated

W,
Water (|l ess Than 40
Acres) ~———————————- 100 | Not rated Not rated Not rated
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